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defendants have brazenly breached the Constitution, ignored the Rules Of 


cedure, and willfully defied the Cannons Of Legal Ethics, all beyond the 


good conscience and common decency. iis makes it justifiably right that 


should protect itself, the legal profession on which it depends, and *he 


from which it is derived. We submit our fervent and humble plea for your 


judgement. 
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THE COURT: Mr. Calhoun is not attacking any- | | 
body. Mr. Calhoun is expressing his wishes. | l 
My point is, Mr. Caihoun, we are all here, we 
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it right now? | 
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Mr. "alhoun now allege that tin lefendants con- 
| 
spired in the earlier litigation | lo harm to him ar 
( wife by causing "his wife to lose the damages that were war- 


ranted in her action." It is the general rule that an indi- 


~ 


vidual cannot sue for the deprivation of another's civi 
rights. McGowan v. Maryland, 366 U.S. 420, 429 (1961); 
Evain v. Conlisk, 364 F.Supp. 1188 (N.D.Ill.), aff'd, 


; 498 F.2d 1403 (7th Cir. 1974). Only Mrs. Calhoun is in a 


| position to raise any wrongs done to her. The statement that 
Mr. Calhoun was in turn harmed does not cure tni defect. 


Since plaintiff lacks standing, the compiaint fails 
to scate a claim upon which relief can be granted. T action, 
therefore, must be dismissed as to all defendants.  Plain- 


tiff's motions for summary judgment and other relief are thus 


mooted. 
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STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
The undersigned being duly sworn, deposes and says: 


Deponent is not a party to the action, is over 18 yea”s of age and resides at 129-0] 107 Avenue 
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Richmond Hill, New York 11419 
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and Appendix for defendant-respondent, Thacher, Proffitt & Wood 
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